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Every worker who wants seriously to examine the controversial and vexed questions himself, who wants to decide these questions for himself, must first of all assimilate this truth and take independent measures to investigate and verify the above-quoted 'decisions of the Party and the arguments of the Liquidators. Only those who carefully study, ponder over and independently solve the problems and "destiny of their Party deserve to be called Party members and builders of the workers' party. It is impossible to treat with indifference the question of whether it is the Party that is "guilty" of "baiting" (i.e., of too trenchant and mistaken attacks on) the Liquidators or whether it is t'he Liquidators who are guilty of flagrantly violating Party decisions, of persistently advocating the liquidation, i.e., the destruction, of the Party.
It is obvious that the Party cannot exist unless it fights the destroyers of the Party with ail its might.
Having cited the documents on this fundamental question, we shiall, in the next article, pass on to the appraisal of the ideological content of the preaching of an "open party."
IV. THE CLASS MEANING  OF LIQUIDATORISM
In the preceding articles (Pravda, Nos. 289, 299 and 314) we showed that all the Marxists-, both in 1908 and in- 1910, irrevocably condemned Liquidatorism ai the renunciation of the past. The Marxists explained to the working class that Liquidatorism is the instilling of bourgeois influence into the proletariat. And aZZ the Liquidatorist publications, from 1909 up to 1913, flagrantly violated and are still violating the decisions of the Marxists.
Let us consider the slogan, an "open labour party," or "a struggle for an open -party," which the Liquidators are still advocating in the Luch and Nasha Zarya.
Is this a Marxian, proletarian slogan, or a liberal, bourgeois slogan?